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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/767,452 



ROUX ETAL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Drew J. Brown 



3616 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Drew J. Brown . 



(3). 



(2) Jim Williams . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 07 August 2007 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1.2. and 5-9 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Nakata (U.S. Pat No. 6698820 B2) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)E3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant requested clarification of the new limitation requiring further consideration 
as set forth in the Advisory Action filed 8/1/07 and if the application would be allowable if claim 1 was canceled and 
claims 2 and 5-7 were dependent from claim 8 instead of claim 1. The Examiner agreed that the application would be 
in condition for allowance upon completion of an updated search . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



PAUL M. DICKSON ' 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070807 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face video conference or .pLT^*?^? ^ , . 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was rJoXx^l^ P ^ ^ to an a PP |icat ™ ™* be made of record in the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an 0 v 3 mi« 0 r - . . 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is diLgr^t oTdtuM " 6 ^ N ° aMen,ion wi " be ^ ,0 

incomp.ete^rJ !K^K3^ S *** 0 " "" WWe " reCOrd in the ° ffice »*- -ord is itself 

which bear directly on the question of patentability. V h a record ls made and to correct material inaccuracies 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held wh»« a „f ... ,u . . , 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks DisoSsTena Hi™ ™ f J / " h f ubs i ance has bee " discussed during the 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise piSSklnSS ioTa 3o^!n^^^i ll, f? m ■ dr6C,ed S °' e,y t0 restrio,ion 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the Ute arT excluded f mm MSS' Pate ? Examimn 9 Procedure, or pointing 
s^ancetfaninter^^ 

Xontents'^En o^ *»f# hand portion of the n.e. and .isted on the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of itSX^S^S^^^^^t ^EtfT ( ° f " agent) at the 

either With or prior to the next official communication. If addilionS^nSSKth^mZ^ v appll , Cant 8 correspondence address 
Circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the JSSS^S^ °' " ° th " 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information* 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" a^tent^ nature of the agreement (may be by 

not restrict further action by the examiner toThe contrary 9 > ^ A 9 reemant as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should be no?e^ 
stSc™^^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed uni^-s th«=» ^ ^ , 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner naiure Discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a briefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the context of S^SE^lTSS^tlS E^£5ffi.^T^ made ,0 the 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or nllght be JStt ^ ^ "* ^ 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

7) BESS 9enera ' reSUKS " ° U,COme ° f interVieW UnlCSS a ' read ^ d6SCribed in the ln, -iew Summary Form completed by 
Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substancp or an intor,,^ if n. 

accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable^ one month toe perioc ^loto^t thl recor™ ' S C ° mP ' ete a " d 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement"^ 

paper recording the substance of the interview afor^X^ P ' aCe ** md,Cat,on ' " ,n,erview Record °* the 



